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some puritan ministers, whose number is disputed.1 The
sympathy that naturally goes out to those who suffer because
of conscientious scruples should not be allowed to obscure the
correctness of Bancroft's decision that ministers of the church
must loyally accept its constitution or lose their benefices.
The church might have enjoyed comparative peace had it not
become inextricably involved in grave political issues. James I,
proud of his ecclesiastical supremacy in England in contrast
with the lowly position assigned to him in presbyterian Scotland,
on all occasions championed the bishops against their puritan
critics in parliament, while the bishops in their turn adopted
enthusiastically the theory of the divine right of kings and
preached passive obedience. Thus James's aphorism, cNo bishop,
no king*, was literally true. The Stuart system of government
would have collapsed ignominiously early in the century but
for the support of the hierarchy, and Jacobean and Caroline
bishops would, but for the royal favour, have been called to
account before the Long Parliament met. Hence a position
was created in which the puritan found that any opposition to
the church was regarded as sedition at court and any criticism
of the monarchy was denounced as blasphemy in the pulpit.
Courtly divines frequently argued that those who were eager to
cast mitres and copes under foot were equally anxious to throw
down crowns and sceptres.2 As Bacon said, religion was the
chief bond of human society, and Laud was emphatic that
divisions would at once appear in the state if unity did not pre-
vail in the church. So the voice of criticism was to be hushed in
the pulpit as in the market-place.
This unqualified acceptance of the will of his ruler was all
the harder for the puritan inasmuch as protestantism seemed in
imminent danger, not only from the advance of the counter-
reformation in Europe, but also from the spread of Arminianism3
in England. To the Calvinist the reliance of Arminians on the
practice of the primitive church, and their insistence on the
continuity of the Anglican church with the pre-Reformation
* For various estimates and comments on them see W. H. Frerc, The English
Church (1904), pp. 320-1; cf. Usher, Reconstruction of the English Church, chap, 6.
2	e«g. John Pocklington, Sunday No Sabbath (1636).
3	The term was derived from a Dutch theologian, the latinized form of whose
name was Arminius. In England the Arminians were those who rebelled against
the intellectual tyranny of Calvinism, especially against predestination, and corre-
spond, in some respects, to the Anglo-catholics of to-day.

